A prominent model suggests that individuals to the right of the political spectrum are more cognitively rigid and less tolerant of ambiguity than individuals to the left. On the basis of this model, we predicted that a psychological mechanism linked to the resolution of visual ambiguity -perceptual bias -would be linked to political attitude. Perceptual bias causes western individuals to favour a global interpretation when scrutinizing ambiguous hierarchical displays (e.g., alignment of trees) that can be perceived either in terms of their local elements (e.g., several trees) or in terms of their global structure (e.g., a forest). Using three tasks (based on Navon-like hierarchical figures or on the Ebbinghaus illusion), we demonstrate (1) that right-oriented Westerners present a stronger bias towards global perception than left-oriented Westerners and (2) that this stronger bias is linked to higher cognitive rigidity. This study establishes for the first time that political ideology, a high-level construct, is directly reflected in low-level perception. Right-and left-oriented individuals actually see the world differently.
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Introduction
As a powerful force that can affect lives of millions of individuals (e.g., Luguri, Napier, & Dovidio, 2012), political ideology is crucially important to human societies and it is essential to better understand its underpinnings and its correlates across neurocognitive functioning (e.g., Kanai, Feilden, Firth, & Rees, 2011; Oxley et al., 2008; Smith, Oxley, Hibbing, Alford, & Hibbing, 2011) . In this line of research, one remarkable study (Amodio, Jost, Master, & Yee, 2007) has revealed basic neurocognitive differences between left-and right-oriented individuals (also referred to, respectively, as liberals and conservatives). In a Go/No-Go task -in which participants give a response on frequent (Go) trials and must withhold their response on rare (No-Go) trials -right-oriented individuals were less able to inhibit responses on rare trials than left-oriented individuals, and they showed a weaker neural response linked to conflict monitoring (error-related negativity; Yeung, Botvinick, & Cohen, 2004) . The authors argued that right-oriented individuals are prone to higher persistence and lower flexibility for rare-occurring events, compared to left-oriented individuals. These findings are consistent with a major psychological model of political attitudes holding that right-oriented individuals need higher cognitive closure: they are less tolerant of uncertainty and of ambiguity than left-oriented individuals; they are more cognitively rigid (Jost, Glaser, Kruglanski, & Sulloway, 2003) . 
